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NOBODY questions seriously the
desirability of eugenics, of taking
thought for the preservation and
improvement of the human race.

But many doubt the advantage of
measures that are being proposed under
the guise of eugenics. Too much hen-
roost and barnyard tends to disgust,
rather than to convince the public of
the utility of eugenic effort. To mate
for eye-color, or to sterilize a few crimi-
nals, or to scare the responsible part of
the community from marriage because
of some trifling ancestral defect, do not
strike reasonable people as very im-
portant steps toward the attainment of
the constructive ideals of eugenics.

From a really constructive point of
view we would see that much more im-
portant issues need our attention, that
the preservation of the best is much
more vital than the elimination of the
worst. Galton and others of the more
profound students of the subject have
perceived this clearly but they have
stopped with suggestions of subsidies
for desirable marriages, or bounties for
large families of desirable children,
measures that are not likely to appeal
very strongly to the desirable people.

To set one's self up and claim a sub-
sidy, or to be set upon and subsidized,
would be almost as annoying to a really
desirable citizen as to be cast out and
persecuted, which is one way to drive
reformations forward. Socrates and
Jesus were not only condemned but
executed as undesirables. The Greeks
did not follow up their persecution as
efficiently as the Jews, and the disciples
of Socrates were not fused into a religious
community like the early Christians.

Obviously we are not yet competent to
undertake the responsibility of fostering

special classes or varieties of the human
race, of separating the tares from the
wheat. There are many kinds of wheat,
and many of tares. Some of the wheat
is weak and sterile and some of the tares
may become valuable. Man shall not
live by wheat alone.

THE IMPORTANCE OF AGRICULTURE

Vastly more important than any of
the premature and doubtful issues com-
monly discussed as eugenics, is the rela-
tion of agriculture to the well-being of
the race. A wholesale elimination of
choice lines of descent is going on in our
cities, a loss of good blood that must be
stayed or we are undone as surely as the
Greeks and Romans. The ancient proph-
ecies of the destruction of Babylon,
Ninevah and Tyre apply equally well to
London and Paris and New York, and
to all other places where men try to live
away from the land. Man is a land
animal, as the preacher of urban social-
ism has said, but he is also an air animal
and a daylight animal, and an animal
that needs to be raised in a separate
family group, instead of in an urban
incubator.

That one people after another, one
civilization after another has culmi-
nated and decayed need be ascribed to
no mysterious decrees of fata or jealousy
of gods fearful of being displaced by a
more perfected human race. The reason
is obvious and thoroughly well known,
if not adequately recognized. Each
people in turn became urbanized, lost
its connection with the soil and departed
out of its natural environment, so that its
members no longer generally attained
their full development of physical
strength, mental energy and social effici-
ency. Eugenics represents an effort on
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our part to resist these tendencies to
urban deterioration, to interpose an-
other set of standards of what normal
life should be.

Statistically speaking cities are centers
of population, but biologically or eugeni-
cally speaking, cities are centers of de-
population. They are like sink-holes or
siguanas, as the Indians of Guatemala
call the places where the streams of their
country drop into subterranean channels
and disappear. It never-happens--that
cities develop large populations that go
out and occupy the surrounding country.
The movement of population is always
toward the city. The currents of hu-
manity pass into the urban siguanas and
are gone. Thoroughly urbanized people
cannot go back and live in the country.
They have no resources of mind, no
adequate initiative for meeting agri-
cultural responsibilities, no interest in
the world or in themselves that enables
them to support an existence apart from
the crowd. They are as helpless and
ill-at-ease as a honey-bee caged away
from the hive, or a sheep away from the
flock. Not all of the people who live in
cities and towns are urbanized in this
sense. Many appreciate the country all
the more keenly because they are shut
away from it for a part of the time. On
the other hand, many have a merely
sentimental interest in farm life or in
the out-door world without recognizing
the importance of these factors in human
development.

THE EDUCATIONAL ASPECT

Agriculture is not only the basis of our
civilization in the mere economic sense
of affording food to support our physical
existence, but in a still more fundamen-
tal, biological sense. It is only in an
agricultural state that the human indi-
vidual attains a normal acquaintance
with his environment and a full endow-
ment of intellectual and social faculties
of this race. Wandering savages and
shepherds may be strong and cunning
as individuals, but in other ways they
are lacking, and this is true of people
raised in cities. Rich and poor alike
are defective, deprived of normal exist-

ence, lacking in normal development,
and unable to maintain themselves con-
tinuously, from one generation to an-
other. It is for this reason that cities
have to be recruited continually from
the country. The biological fact is that
the human species does not thrive in
towns. The second generation is gen-
erally inferior and the third generation
usually fails. A few by reason of
strength of character and of family ties
are able to survive longer, but even the
Jews, who excel other races in these
respects and withstand urban conditions
better, are not a prolific or a numerous
people. They have continued to exist
as urbanites, but have not prospered or
replenished the earth. Perhaps the
promise to the seed of Abraham awaits
a return to an agricultural state.

From an enlightened eugenic stand-
point every child should be born and
raised on a farm, in contact with the
actual world of kindred, neighbors and
friends, the domesticated plants and
animals that represent the basis of our
existence, and the wild things that live
without our assistance or even in spite
of our efforts to destroy them. To
grow up under these conditions of
family, farm and out-of-doors is neces-
sary for normal development, in order
to allow the normal human character-
istics to come into expression.

A RETURN TO BARBARISM

It is obviously unreasonable to expect
that children who are deprived of inti-
mate contacts with nature or with the
older generation can attain a complete

•development of their natural powers.
The effect of the urban conditions and
of the system of elaborately graded
schools is to take the children out of the
family group and limit their contacts
largely to other children of the same age
—contacts that do not make for any full
development of the child in the direction
of general intelligence and responsibility.
The bonds of the family and other social
ties are loosened and there is a real
return to conditions Eke primitive bar-
barism, among our urban populations.1

The transmission of desirable char-
1 Cook, O. F. Definitions of Two Primitive Social States, Journal of Washington Academy of

Sciences, Vol. II, p. 125, 1912.
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acters from the parents is not enough.
In addition to the prenatal inheritance
there must be a postnatal acquisition
of civilizing habits and accumulated
experience of the race, or children with
the best blood may grow up ignorant
and irresponsible, as many do. . Eugenics
is conceived very often in too narrow a
sense, as relating merely to the trans-
mission of desirable characters, as
though this alone would solve the prob-
lems of our civilization. There needs
to be a sister-science of euphonies, to
treat of the expression of desirable char-
acters, the biological'factors underlying
the problems of education. Eugenics
without euphanics can get nowhere.
The best seed is wasted unless the plants
can grow to normal maturity. Breeding
a crop to its highest possibilities is of
little avail unless there are to be fanners
who know how to give the cultural
treatment that will allow the characters
of superior varieties to come regularly
into expression. Practical eugenics must
look forward not only to the provision
of normal parents and normal children,
but to parents who shall be able to care
for the normal development of their
children.

CHILDREN NEED FARM CONDITIONS

Not to be raised on a farm is a cruel
privation, a denial of the normal child-
hood of our race that no previous eugenic
precautions or subsequent educational
manipulations can make good. Many
excellent and very intelligent people do
not know that children need farm condi-
tions, but it is true nevertheless, and
needs to be recognized before we shall
have any just or practical appreciation
of eugenic or educational values. Many
of our educators know how hopeless the
urban children are, under the urban
conditions, but they are engaged to
handle such children and are doing the
best they can. The urban problems are
pressing and cities pay high salaries to
get capable men. The result is that not
only our educational institutions, but
our educational ideas as well, are being
cast almost exclusively in the urban
mold, with no recognition of the educa-
tional value of rural life. Every year
thousands of misguided parents, all over

the United States, are moving to towns
in order that their children may have
the "advantages" of the large graded
schools, the over-crowded education-
factories where the city children are put
through the elaborate machinery that is
necessary to handle helpless humanity
in large masses. The school is no substi-
tute for the home, much less the city
school for the farm home.

In cities the little children have to be
sent to the school, the kindergarten, or
the day-nursery, to keep them out of
danger while the parents are at work or
at play, but in the country where the
children can be out-of-doors they do not
need to be caged. The projection of
urban ideas and methods of education
into the county makes needless diffi-
culties. The little children not only do
not need to be sent to school, but are
much better off, educationally and
otherwise, if aHowed to stay at home.
There is no good reason why normal
children of normal, intelligent parents
living in the country should be sent to
school before the eighth or ninth year.
Nor is there any reason why any favor-
ably situated country child should go to
school for more than six months in the
year. Country schools need to be im-
proved in many ways, but running them
longer is not an improvement.

It is true, of course, that many chil-
dren, and especially urban children, are
better off at school than at home, but
that some children lack favorable home
conditions does not make it reasonable
to keep others from such an advantage.
It would not be argued that all children
should be taken away from their
parents because some children are
orphans, or because some parents are
incompetent, careless or cruel. Yet
there can be no doubt that this is very
frequently the effect of our system, to
make children practically orphans by
turning them over wholly to the school.

PARENTS SHIFT RESPONSIBILITY

The ten-months school of the town is
a concession to the convenience of
parents and serves no truly educational
purpose. Teachers and pupils would
both be advantaged if formal tuition
were limited to six months, instead of
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allowing the school to develop into a
separate institution apart from the life
of the community. But now that the
schools have assumed responsibility for
the children, the parents do not want to
take them back. Summer schools and
all-year schools are now coming into
vogue. Why should people be bothered
with children for two or three months in
the summer when somebody can be
hired to take care of them?

Obviously this whole urban attitude
toward children is not eugenic, but
dysgenic. The truth is that urbanized
people do not want to have children, and
do not want to take care of them after
they are born. They may be willing to
feed or clothe them, but to look after
them and have them about is too much
of a responsibility, involves too much
wear and tear on the overwrought pa-
rental nerves. This does not mean that
urban parents are more wicked or un-
natural than country parents, but only
that the urban conditions are unfavor-
able for raising children, a fact that
is generally admitted, though seldom
taken into account as a basis of action.

CITY POPULATIONS SUPERIOR

Instead of being composed of natu-
rally inferior stocks, city populations are
probably superior to the residual popu-
lation of the rural districts. The gen-
eral tendency in each generation is for
the best of the rural population, the
most energetic and capable, to be drawn
to the city. If city populations average
better in some respects, as statisticians
have claimed, this does not prove that
the city is a better place to live, but
only shows the more definitely that the
drain of the city is a menace to the race
in sterilizing and destroying the superior
elements of the population. The aggre-
gate losses are probably much more
serious than those caused by war, be-
cause more general and continuous.

If the time has really come for the
consideration of practical eugenic meas-
ures, here is a place to begin, a subject
worthy of the most careful study—how
to rearrange our social and economic
system so that more of the superior
members of our race will stay on the
land and raise families, instead of

moving to the city and remaining un-
married or childless, or allowing their
children to grow up in unfavorable
urban environments that mean deterio-
ration and extinction.

Until recently cities have bsen dis-
tinctly in advance of any of the rural
districts, not only in holding out greater
inducements in the way of income, but
in many other ways. Not only schools
for the children, but many other
conveniences, luxuries, pastimes, and
amusements are supplied in cities much
more easily and abundantly than in the
country. But it must not be taken for
granted that all of these things are as
desirable or as necessary as they seem
to be to people who have become ac-
customed to city life. Comfort should
not be confused with civilization, as
Disraeli pointed out. Living easily is
not necessarily living well, or in a way
that will give the most satisfaction to
the individual or contribute most to the
progress of the race. Most of the people
who really want to live want to live in
the country. Those who are intent
upon some special pursuit of wealth or
pleasure or freedom from responsibility
must hold to the city as the only place
to follow the courses they have chosen.
But these professional urbanites are
attempting to grasp a small part of life
without feeling the need or accepting the
resposibility of a complete existence.
Certainly they do not represent the per-
manent nucleus or germ plasm of the
race, the seed of the future that should
demand the primary consideration of
the eugenist.

EUGENISTS MUST GIVE HEED

That the general public, and even the
scientific public docs not recognize this
intimate and essential relation of eu-
genics to agricultural habits of life,
makes it all the more necessary that
professed eugenists should recognize it,
and should develop a constructive inte-
rest in the solution of the problems of
agricultural existence.

No doubt it is possible to have a much
greater share of the comforts, conveni-
ences, social contacts, and educational
opportunities that are associated in our
minds with the life of the town, but it
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is a mistake to suppose that rural life is
to be improved only in the direction of
making it more like the life of the city.
To earn,' this tendency too far would be
to lose advantages of the country and
bring people all the faster to the city.

Many of the supposed limitations of
the country are only fancied, and are
commonly accepted as necessary only
because the urban tendencies of our
civilization have been so strong as to call
most of the more intelligent and pro-
gressive people away to the cities. The
general rule is that as soon as people get
to the place where they might become
constructively interested in the life and
progress of the rual community they
move to the city. To cure this folly a
broader understanding is needed, a bio-
logical interest in life, not merely a
financial or social interest. The most
practical eugenists of our age ars the
men who are solving the problems of
living in the country and thus keeping
more and better people under rural con-
ditions where their families will survive.
We must learn how to establish our-
selves and our families in our true places,
as members of our race, nation and
community, instead of allowing some
shallow motive of gain or pleasure to lure
us to the destruction of a sterile exist-
ence. Most of the people who are de-
stroying themselves in cities have little
more reason for it than the insects that
dash themselves into the electric lights.

MUST REVERSE MIGRATION

The cities represent an eliminating
agency of enormous efficiency, a present
condition that sterilizes and extermi-
nates individuals and lines of descent
rapidly enough for all but the most
sanguinary reformer. All that is needed
for a practical solution of the eugenic
problem is to reverse the present tend-
ency for the better families to be drawn
to the city and facilitate the drafting of
the others for urban duty. It is not
necessary that anybody be sterilized or
otherwise coerced, compelled or bribed
by eugenic regulations. The sanitary
precautions now prescribed by some of
our states may be sufficient for their
purposes, which are hygienic, but not
eugenic. To protect against disease and

deformity is a work of mercy, and of
economy for the tax-payer, but not
necessarily a measure of progress for
the race, if the effect is to preserve unde-
sirable lines of descent that the natural
agencies would eliminate.

Anybody who chooses to live in the
city should be allowed to do so. But
everybody should make the choice for
himself and not be deprived of agricul-
tural contacts or access to the land.
Raising children in cities is taking a
responsibility that nobody is warranted
in assuming. It infringes the birth-
right of a normal existence and ought
to be reckoned in the same general class
of crimes as child-labor in factories or
the starving or maiming of children by
professional beggars to make them ob-
jects of pity, or the other kinds of con-
scious and unconscious cruelty that keep
the child from a normal development.

To reach such a basis of freedom of
choice of a normal existence would re-
quire many changes of our social and
economic structure, and this is a part of
the problem of constructive eugenics,
with an enlightened interest in human
welfare, to find the course by which
changes may be made, so as really to
improve the conditions of existence and
not merely to ameliorate and make a
little more tolerable the evil courses
which our civilization has taken.

Socialism, the single tax and many
other schemes of economic reform have
been proposed in the last century, but
mostly from a narrowly urban point of
view. They represent efforts to improve
urban conditions by a more equable dis-
tribution of wealth. The sense of justice
is violated when some riot in palaces
and others fester in slums. Urban re-
formers urge a readjustment, so that
all may live in equal comfort in second-
class hotels. And in order to do
this they would not hesitate to de-
stroy the very basis of rural civilization.
They do not understand that the farm
represents a kind of life essential to the
well-being of the race, but look upon
agriculture merely as one of the arts, a
means of production of food commodi-
ties for the support of city populations.

Economic reforms are needed, no
doubt, but it is much more important
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that they be studied from the standpoint
of rural than of urban interests, if the
welfare of the race is to be served.
Economic changes alone cannot be ex-
pected to solve the problem of urban de-
generation, which has no very definite
relation to the economic status of the
people. From a biological or eugenic
standpoint the palaces are as bad as the
slums, and the middle-class neighbor-
hoods are little better. Indeed, in some
respects the middle-class children seem
to have the worst of it. They do not get
the wit-sharpening contacts of the news-
boys and messengers, nor the oppor-
tunities of outdoor life and travel that
enable some of the wealthy families to
keep healthy and run along for several
generations, especially when they have
country places and rural conditions and
contacts for several months in the year.
Such familes are admittedly the cream
of the city populations—the exceptions
to the rule of deterioration that is gen-
erally recognized.

One important advantage that our age
has over all the others is a better under-
standing of the fact that progress must
be consecutive and evolutionary, that
little or nothing is to be expected from
revolts and revolutions that would de-
stroy or change too suddenly any impor-

tant or well established relation of life.
No matter how good the motive or how
pure the justice of any revolutionary
effort, it can be no aid to true progress
unless it articulates in a constructive
way with actual conditions and factors
that determine the course of develop-
ment. With the problems clearly ap-
prehended, the folly of revolutionary
measures is apparent. It is as impor-
tant to study the means of bringing
the right changes to pass as to deter-
mine what the changes should be.

To recognize the relation of eugenics
to agriculture does not solve the prob-
lems of our race, but it indicates the
basis on which the problems need to be
solved, and the danger of wasting too
much time and effort in attempting to
salvage the derelict populations of the
cities. However important the prob-
lems of urban society may be, they do
not have fundamental significance from
the standpoint of eugenics, because
urban populations are essentially tran-
sient. The city performs the function
of elimination, while agriculture repre-
sents the constructive eugenic condi-
tion which must be maintained and
improved if the development of the
race is to continue.

The Non-Inheritance of Acquired Characters

It is reported that the war has put a
stop to a breeding experiment with
guinea-pigs, conducted in Austria by A.
Wrzosek and A. Maciesza since 1907.
The experiment of Dr. Brown-Sequard
with these animals, a generation ago,
long formed one of the pieces of evidence
most relied upon by those who believe
acquired characters can be transmitted
through the germ-plasm. The experi-
menter injured the nervous system of
his animals in various ways, and reported
that their offspring showed similar de-
fects . It was soon pointed out that there

were other explanations of the result,
which did not at all involve the inherit-
ance of acquired characters, and most
geneticists long ago ceased to attach any
weight to the Brown-Sequard experi-
ments in that connection. As they con-
tinue to be much quoted by popular
writers, however, the Austrian biologists
undertook to repeat the experiment and
see if they could produce the same
result. They failed utterly to find
any evidence that acquired characters
can be handed on as Brown-Sequard
thought.


